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In February 2012 the Rondegat River, in the Cape Floristic Region, was the first river in South Africa where the 
piscicide rotenone was used to remove an alien invasive fish, smallmouth bass Micropterus dolomieu. In prepara-
tion for this treatment, the sensitivity of smallmouth bass to various concentrations of the rotenone formula-
tion CFT Legumine (5% active rotenone) was evaluated a week prior to treatment using standard toxicity tests to 
determine the minimum effective dose (MED) that would result in 100% mortality after exposure for 4 h. The MED 
was 0.0125 mg l−1 rotenone. Adverse effects, including erratic swimming, loss of equilibrium and death, occurred in 
a dose-dependent manner with smaller fish responding faster than larger ones. Standard operating procedures for 
the use of rotenone recommend treatment at a minimum of twice the calculated MED. Given the uncertainty associ-
ated with rotenone losses through hydrolysis and photolysis under field conditions, and the possible occurrence 
of smallmouth bass more tolerant than those tested, a concentration of twice the recommended treatment dose 
(0.050 mg l−1 rotenone) was finally used to treat the Rondegat River for a duration of 6 h.
Keywords: behaviour effects, biodiversity conservation, effective concentration, mortality, rotenone toxicity
The Cape Floristic Region (CFR) of South Africa is an area 
of high fish diversity and endemism (Linder et al. 2010) 
where the primary threat to many of the endangered native 
fishes is predation by alien fish species (Tweddle et al. 
2009). The removal of alien fishes from rivers containing 
threatened endemic freshwater fishes is therefore a conser-
vation priority. Piscicides are commonly used to eradicate 
undesirable fishes (Lintermans 2000, Chadderton et al. 
2003, Ling 2003, Britton and Brazier 2006, Finlayson 
et al. 2010, Vasquez et al. 2012) and, in South Africa, 
treatment with the piscicide rotenone has been identified 
as a potential biodiversity restoration tool for selected rivers 
in the CFR (Impson 2007). As a result, the Western Cape 
provincial conservation agency CapeNature commissioned 
an extensive environmental impact assessment (EIA) 
on the use of rotenone for the rehabilitation of four CFR 
rivers (Marr et al. 2012). Based on the positive outcome 
of this EIA process, the eradication of smallmouth bass 
Micropterus dolomieu (Lacepède 1802) from the middle 
section of the Rondegat River was chosen as a pilot project 
for using the piscicide rotenone for alien fish eradication in 
South Africa (Marr et al. 2012). 
Rotenone is a naturally occurring chemical derived from 
the roots of several plants in the genera Lonchocarpus 
and Derris (Leguminosae) (Brooks and Price 1961). A 
target organ for rotenone toxicity has not yet been identi-
fied, although it is known that rotenone inhibits oxidative 
phosphorylation by blocking respiration in the mitochondria 
(Hollingworth 2001). Following exposure, rotenone 
is metabolised by the NADPH enzyme system in fish 
(Fukami et al. 1969). Rotenone exhibits selective toxicity 
and, at relatively low concentrations (0.25 mg l−1 active 
ingredient), it is highly effective at killing most fish species 
but is non-toxic to plants, birds and mammals at the 
concentrations used (Johnson and Finley 1980, Cheng and 
Farrell 2007). It is non-persistent in the aquatic environment 
and is degraded by photolysis, hydrolysis and metabolism 
(Engstrom-Heg and Colesante 1979, Sariaslani et al. 1984, 
USEPA 2007, Finlayson et al. 2010). Rotenone, however, 
poses a threat to other gill-breathing organisms such as 
macroinvertebrates and larval amphibians (Johnson and 
Finley 1980, Blakeley et al. 2005, Billmann et al. 2011) and 
possible negative impacts of rotenone on these non-target 
species has become a contentious issue (Finlayson et al. 
2005, 2009, Vinson et al. 2010). It is therefore important 
that treatments utilise the lowest efficacious concentrations 
of rotenone to accomplish the objective. Rach et al. (2009) 
showed that fish exposed to sublethal concentrations of 
rotenone can recover, which illustrated the risk of using low 
and thus ineffective treatment concentrations.
To determine appropriate rotenone concentrations, 
Finlayson et al. (2010) recommend that a bioassay be 
conducted before a river treatment to determine the 
minimum effective dose (MED) that will result in the desired 
objective. For eradication, the MED is usually calculated as 

































specific exposure time frame. Standard operating procedures 
(SOP) for the use of rotenone recommend that bioassay 
tests are conducted using (1) the target fish species, (2) the 
rotenone from the stock to be used and (3) the water from 
the river that will be treated (Finlayson et al. 2010). The 
reasons for this are the variability in the response of the 
target species to rotenone, the influence of the local water 
quality conditions on the efficacy of the rotenone and the 
variability of the active rotenone in formulations that have 
been in storage, as rotenone degrades over time. The 
objective of the current study was therefore to determine 
the MED for smallmouth bass in Rondegat River water 
during short-term exposure of 4–8 h using CFT Legumine, 
containing 5% active ingredient, i.e. the rotenone stock that 
was to be used in the river treatment. 
Materials and methods
This study was carried out in February 2012 using the 
SOP manual for the use of rotenone in fish management 
(Finlayson et al. 2010) and the Fish Acute Toxicity Test 
Guideline 203 (OECD 1992) for guidance.
Experimental animals
Wild-caught smallmouth bass of a similar size (mass 
48.2  16.6 g, total length 165.6  18.6 mm) from the 
proposed treatment zone of the Rondegat River were 
used for all toxicity tests. After collection, fish were held in 
an aerated 500-litre holding bin containing water from the 
river and acclimated for 24 h prior to testing. Fish were 
not fed during the acclimation period and a 30% water 
change was done daily for the holding bin. The size of 
the smallmouth bass reflected the population structure of 
this species in the river (Weyl et al. 2013). Each treatment 
group consisted of five randomly selected fish in the size 
class stated. In addition, to assess for potential behaviour 
effects of rotenone toxicity related to body size, one larger 
fish (mass 80.2  14.1 g, total length 199.6  10.3 mm) and 
one smaller fish (mass 5.2  1.6 g, total length 76  8.2 mm) 
were added to each group, unless stated otherwise. 
Experimental design
The static toxicity test was conducted in identical 500-litre 
tanks using river water, and treatments and fish were 
randomly assigned to a tank. Smallmouth bass were stocked 
at densities lower than the maximum density of 1.0 g fish l−1 
prescribed by standard toxicity testing guidelines (OECD 
1992). To simulate natural conditions, the test was conducted 
outdoors in the shade at ambient temperature, resulting in 
a mean water temperature of 25  1.9 °C. All tanks were 
aerated during the test for the duration of the experiment 
and temperature, pH and conductivity were measured 
at the onset of each experiment. Measured values were 
temperature 22.3–28.0 °C, pH 6.3–7.1 and conductivity 
28–44 μS cm−1. Dissolved oxygen was not measured, but 
was expected to be 60% saturation as all tanks were 
constantly aerated and fish were stocked at low densities. 
The commercial piscicide formulation CFT Legumine (5% 
active rotenone), registered in the USA (EPA registra-
tion number 75338-2), was used. Smallmouth bass were 
exposed to three concentrations (0.025, 0.50 and 2.0 mg l−1) 
of CFT Legumine, yielding 0.0125, 0.025 and 0.100 mg l−1 
rotenone, respectively. CFT Legumine was diluted into a 
stock solution that was added into the exposure tanks to 
obtain the selected exposure concentrations. A new stock 
solution was made for every replicate, and stock solution 
not used within 6 h was discarded.
All rotenone treatments were tested in triplicate, with 
a minimum of five smallmouth bass in each treatment 
(n  15 per concentration). Each replicate had a control 
group, also consisting of five fish. Smallmouth bass were 
observed constantly for the first hour of the test, and then 
at 15-minute intervals until the end of the test. Mortality was 
defined as the loss of all opercular movement (OECD 1992) 
for a period of at least 5 min. 
Statistical analysis 
A number of behaviour traits associated with rotenone 
toxicity were statistically compared among the three 
treatment groups, using a Kruskal–Wallis analysis of 
variance. These traits were not observed in the control 
group. The traits were the time from initiation of rotenone 
exposure (t 0) to (1) when the first fish breached the water 
surface, (2) when the first fish showed its first sign of losing 
equilibrium and (3) when the first fish ceased opercular 
movement (i.e. time of death). Statistical analysis was done 
only on groups from the medium size class, as statistical 
analysis was not possible on the smaller and larger groups 
of fish because of small sample sizes.
Results 
Mortality and general behaviour changes 
All treated fish died during exposure, whereas no mortality 
was observed in any of the control fish. Similar behaviour 
effects, induced in a time- and dose-dependent manner, 
were observed during all treatments. In the highest 
rotenone treatment concentration (0.100 mg l−1), fish were 
schooling and showing signs of being agitated and hyperac-
tive within the first 5 min of initiating the exposure, and 
severe behaviour aberrations, including spiralling, darting 
and loss of equilibrium, had manifested within 10 min 
exposure time. Fish in the 0.025 mg l−1 rotenone exposure 
exhibited similar symptoms, but this only manifested after 
10 min of exposure, whereas the aberrant swimming 
behaviour only became apparent after 20 min of being 
exposed to rotenone. The onset of toxicant-induced effects 
in the 0.0125 mg l−1 rotenone exposure was the slowest 
of all exposure groups, with fish becoming agitated or 
showing an increase in swimming behaviour only after 
30–40 min. Spiralling and darting behaviour in these groups 
was observed after 40–45 min. Following the manifesta-
tion of aberrant swimming behaviour, all fish in all exposure 
groups lost equilibrium completely and sank to the bottom 
of the tanks, where normal opercular movement continued 
for some time, after which movement slowed and became 
irregular until the point of death.
Specific endpoints
Specific endpoints, namely the time when the first fish 
breached the water surface, the time to when the first fish 
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all opercular movement, were observed in all treatments. 
Fish exposed to the highest concentration breached, lost 
equilibrium and ceased opercular movement (died) faster 
than fish exposed to lower concentrations (p  0.05). 
A clear dose–time response was observed for all selected 
behaviour endpoints (Figure 1). 
Body-size-related effects
Given the very small sample size for the larger and smaller 
fish, statistical analysis of these size class data was not 
possible. However, a body-size-related effect was observed 
consistently for all behaviours throughout all replicates in 
all three concentrations. Smaller fish were affected first, 
irrespective of treatment concentration (Table 1).
Discussion 
Within the rotenone concentration range tested (0.0125–
0.100 mg l−1), the onset of symptoms was typically rapid 
at the two higher concentrations and slower in the lowest 
concentration. This is consistent with the results obtained 
using other freshwater fish species, including common 
carp Cyprinus carpio (Fajt and Grizzle 1998), northern 
snakeheads Channa argus (Lazur et al. 2006) and rainbow 
trout Oncorhynchus mykiss (Cheng and Farrell 2007). 
These studies used rotenone concentrations ranging from 
0.075 to 0.3 mg l−1 for C. argus, 0.1 mg l−1 for C. carpio and 
0.005–0.0075 mg l−1 for O. mykiss. In spite of low sample 
sizes, body size covaried with the onset of behavioural 
endpoints as well as time to death, which provides evidence 
that smaller fish are more sensitive to exposure than larger 
fish. Similar results were reported for several fish species, 
including largemouth bass Micropterus salmoides and 
spotted bass Micropterus punctulatus during both labora-
tory and field exposures (Hester 1959, Rowe-Rowe 1971, 
Chadderton et al. 2003). Brown et al. (2011) found a signif-
icant but weak correlation between rainbow trout size 
and time to death for rotenone exposures. Smaller fish 
appeared to be affected more quickly, but they did not 
consistently die before the large fish, and less than 21% of 
the observed variation could be explained by body size. 
The reason for the increased sensitivity of smaller, 
probably younger, individuals in the present study can 
possibly be attributed to the relative gill surface area and 
gill surface area to body volume ratio being larger in small 
fish than in larger fish (Oikawa and Itazawa 1985, Randall 
et al. 1996). As the gills are the primary route of uptake 
of the rotenone (Oberg 1965), the toxicant will potentially 
build up to toxic levels and reach the target enzymes 
faster in smaller animals, thus resulting in a faster onset of 
symptoms leading to death. It is also possible that younger 
fish have less well-developed detoxification mechanisms 
in the liver and are therefore not as efficient in deacti-
vating rotenone as adult individuals. This was proposed by 
Chandrasekara and Pathiratne (2007) to explain body-size-
related differences in sensitivity of Nile tilapia Oreochromis 
niloticus to organophosphates. It is also well known 
that younger animals are in most cases more sensitive 
to toxicants than older or mature animals (Rozman et al. 
2001). Younger and smaller fish respond faster than older 
and larger fish, but this does not necessarily translate into 
lower LC50 values for younger fish, and this may make little 
to no difference on the dose required when treating lakes or 
streams with exposure times of ≥6 h.
Marking and Bills (1976) reported 24 h and 96 h LC50 
values for M. dolomieu of 0.093 and 0.079 mg l−1 rotenone, 
respectively, when exposed to the commercial piscicide 
formulation Noxfish (5% active ingredient). In the current 
study, the lowest concentration of rotenone tested 
that resulted in 100% smallmouth bass mortality was 
0.0125 mg l−1, and this can be used to estimate the MED 
for a 4 h exposure. This concentration would theoretically 
result in complete mortality in 4 h, provided conditions in the 
toxicity tests were similar to those in the Rondegat River. 
Experimental conditions differed from the expected field 
situation in that fish size was standardised and there was 
no direct ultraviolet (UV) radiation. 
Rotenone has a photolysis half-life of 1.4 h (Spare 1982) 
to 8.2 h (Draper 2002). High-intensity UV radiation, typical 
of the Cederberg in summer (Janse van Rensburg 2009), 
Figure 1: Relationship between the time to onset of selected 
behaviour endpoints and the rotenone concentrations tested. 
BRE  Breaching of water surface, LOE  loss of equilibrium, 
COM  cessation of opercular movement. Error bars represent SD
0.0125 mg l 1
0.025 mg l 1















Table 1: Mean (SD) response times of different Micropterus 
dolomieu size classes at the various rotenone concentrations 
tested. BRE  Breaching of water surface, LOE  loss of equilibrium, 











Small 0.0125 17  2.8 26  5.7 118  9.9 2
Small 0.025 12.3  1.2 15.7  2.5 40  2.6 3
Small 0.100 3 7 14 1
Medium 0.0125 32.7  6 43  6.6 204.7  5 3
Medium 0.025 18.3  1.5 19.3  4 56.3  4.7 3
Medium 0.100 4.7  0.6 9  1 27.7  8.1 3
Large 0.0125 59.3  16.6 73  17.1 208  3.5 3
Large 0.025 23 26 68 1
































and the possibility of larger, and possibly less sensitive, 
smallmouth bass indicate that a concentration higher 
than 0.0125 mg l−1 rotenone for 4 h may be necessary for 
successful eradication of this species from the Rondegat 
River. Given that the success of the Rondegat rehabilita-
tion project depended on the complete removal of the target 
species from the river section, a rotenone concentration 
higher than 0.0125 mg l−1 would probably be required to 
ensure eradication of the smallmouth bass. Finlayson et al. 
(2010) recommended treating at a concentration of at least 
twice the MED to ensure eradication, resulting in a minimum 
rotenone concentration of 0.025 mg l−1 being required for 
smallmouth bass eradication in the Rondegat River. 
Standard operating procedures (Finlayson et al. 2010) 
and the label for CFT Legumine recommend a treatment 
time of 4–8 h to eradicate fish from streams. Given 
concerns regarding UV radiation degrading rotenone, and 
the possible presence of more tolerant fish, the Rondegat 
River was subsequently treated at a rotenone concen-
tration of 0.050 mg l−1 (i.e. four times the MED) for 6 h 
(BJ Finlayson, California Department of Fish and Game, 
pers. comm.). The 0.050 mg l−1 rotenone concentration 
was within the range recommended to minimise impacts to 
non-target aquatic invertebrates during the eradication of 
rainbow trout, which are similar in sensitivity to smallmouth 
bass (Marking and Bills 1976), in mountain streams 
(Finlayson et al. 2009). In the Rondegat River the treatment 
resulted in the mortality of target as well as non-target fish 
species, and a post-treatment survey demonstrated that fish 
numbers were below detectable levels (Weyl et al. 2013). 
The effectiveness of rotenone applications to streams 
and rivers is affected by a variety of factors, and therefore 
it is advisable to conduct multiple treatments to ensure 
complete removal of target fish from the project area. This 
is accomplished by conducting applications until no more 
target fish are removed during a subsequent treatment. 
As recommended by the SOP (Finlayson et al. 2010), 
CapeNature has scheduled a follow-up treatment in March 
2013 (one year after the initial treatment). 
Acknowledgements — This work was based on Standard Operating 
Procedures as specified by the administrative and technical 
guidelines manual for rotenone use in fisheries management 
produced by the Fish Management Chemicals Subcommittee of 
the Task Force on Fishery Chemicals of the American Fisheries 
Society. The EIA supporting the project was produced by Envirofish 
Africa in 2009. The authors thank angler volunteers and staff from 
the conservation agency, CapeNature, who assisted with the collec-
tion of the fish. The anonymous reviewers are also thanked for their 
valuable comments on this manuscript.
References
Billman HG, St-Hilaire S, Kruse CG, Peterson TS, Peterson CR. 
2011. Toxicity of the piscicide rotenone to Columbia spotted 
frog and Boreal toad tadpoles. Transactions of the American 
Fisheries Society 140: 919–927.
Blakely TJ, Chadderton WL, Harding JS. 2005. The effect of 
rotenone on orchard-pond invertebrate communities in the 
Motueka area, South Island, New Zealand. New Zealand 
Department of Conservation Research and Development Series 
220. Wellington: Department of Conservation.
Britton JR, Brazier M. 2006. Eradicating the invasive topmouth 
gudgeon, Pseudorasbora parva, from a recreational fishery 
in northern England. Fisheries Management and Ecology 13: 
329–335.
Brooks IC, Price RW. 1961. Studies on the chronic toxicity of 
Pro-Noxfish, a proprietary synergized rotenone fish toxicant. 
Toxicology and Applied Pharmacology 3: 49–56.
Brown P, Johnson H, Vale A. 2011. Effect of rainbow trout size on 
response to rotenone and antimycin. North American Journal of 
Fisheries Management 31: 1146–1152.
Chadderton L, Kellerher S, Brow A, Shaw T, Studholm B, Barrier 
R. 2003. Testing the efficacy of rotenone as a piscicide for New 
Zealand pest fish species. In: Munro R (ed.), Managing invasive 
freshwater fish in New Zealand: proceedings of a workshop 
hosted by Department of Conservation, 10–12 May 2001, 
Hamilton. Wellington: Department of Conservation. pp 113–130.
Chandrasekara LWHU, Pathiratne A. 2007. Body size-related 
differences in the inhibition of brain acetylcholinesterase activity 
in juvenile Nile tilapia (Oreochromis niloticus) by chlorpyrifos 
and carbosulfan. Ecotoxicology and Environmental Safety 67: 
109–119.
Cheng WW, Farrell AP. 2007. Acute and sublethal toxicities of 
rotenone in juvenile rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss): 
swimming performance and oxygen consumption. Archives of 
Environmental Contamination and Toxicology 52: 388–396.
Draper W. 2002. Near UV quantum yields for rotenone and 
piperonyl butoxide. Analyst 127: 1370–1374.
Engstrom-Heg R, Colesante RT. 1979. Predicting rotenone 
degradation in lakes and ponds. New York Fish and Game Journal 
26: 22–36. 
Fajt JR, Grizzle JM. 1998. Blood respiratory changes in common 
carp exposed to a lethal concentration of rotenone. Transactions 
of the American Fisheries Society 127: 512–516.
Finlayson B, Schnick R, Skaar D, Anderson J, Demong L, Duffield 
D, Horton W, Steinkjer J. 2010. Planning and standard operating 
procedures for the use of rotenone in fish management – 
rotenone SOP manual. Bethesda, Maryland: American Fisheries 
Society.
Finlayson B, Somer W, Duffield D, Propst D, Mellison C, Pettengill 
T, Sexauer H, Nesler T, Gurtin S, Elliot J et al. 2005. Native 
inland trout restoration in national forests in the western United 
States: time for improvement. Fisheries 30: 10–19.
Finlayson B, Somer WL, Vinson MR. 2009. Rotenone toxicity to 
rainbow trout and several mountain stream insects. North 
American Journal of Fisheries Management 30: 102–111.
Fukami JI, Shishido T, Fukunaga K, Casida JE. 1969. Oxidative 
metabolism of rotenone in mammals, fish, and insects. Journal of 
Agricultural and Food Chemistry 17: 1217–1226.
Hester FE. 1959. The tolerances of eight species of warm water 
fishes to certain rotenone formulations. In: Webb WJ (ed.), 
Southeastern Association of Game and Fish Commissioners 
13th Annual Conference, 25–27 October 1959, Baltimore, MD. 
Columbia, South Carolina: Southeastern Association of Game 
and Fish Commissioners. pp 121–133.
Hollingworth RM. 2001. Inhibitors and uncouplers of mitochondrial 
oxidative phosphorylation. In: Kriegler R, Doull J, Ecobichon D, 
Gammon D, Hodgson E, Reiter L, Ross J (eds), Handbook of 
pesticide toxicology, vol. 1: Principles (2nd edn). San Diego: 
Academic Press. pp 1169–1263.
Impson ND. 2007. Freshwater fishes. In: Western Cape Province 
State of Biodiversity Report 2007. Stellenbosch: CapeNature 
Scientific Services. pp 19–36.
Janse van Rensburg D. 2009. Effective conservation of melanistic 
lizard species in the Greater Cederberg Biodiversity Corridor. 
PhD thesis, Stellenbosch University, South Africa.
Johnson WW, Finley MT. 1980. Handbook of acute toxicity 
of chemicals to fish and aquatic invertebrates. Resource 































African Journal of Aquatic Science 2013, 38(Suppl.): 91–95 95
Fish and Wildlife Service. pp. 2–51.
Lazur A, Early S, Jacobs JM. 2006. Acute toxicity of 5% rotenone 
to northern snakeheads. North American Journal of Fisheries 
Management 26: 628–630.
Linder HP, Johnson SD, Kuhlman M, Matthee CA, Nyffeler R, 
Swartz ER. 2010. Biotic diversity in the southern African winter-
rainfall region. Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 2: 
109–116.
Ling N. 2003. Rotenone—a review of its toxicity and use for 
fisheries management. Science for Conservation 211. Wellington: 
Department of Conservation.
Lintermans M. 2000. Recolonisation by the mountain galaxias 
Galaxias olidus of a montane stream after the eradication of 
rainbow trout Oncorhynchus mykiss. Marine and Freshwater 
Research 51: 799–804.
Marking L, Bills T. 1976. Toxicity of rotenone to fish in standardised 
laboratory tests. Investigations in Fish Control 72. Washington, 
DC: US Fish and Wildlife Service.
Marr SM, Impson ND, Tweddle D. 2012. An assessment of a 
proposal to eradicate non-native fish from priority rivers in the 
Cape Floristic Region, South Africa. African Journal of Aquatic 
Science 37: 131–142.
Oberg KE. 1965. On the principal way of attack of rotenone in fish. 
Arkiv för Zoologi 18: 217–220.
OECD (Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development). 
1992. Fish acute toxicity test 203. Paris: OECD.
Oikawa S, Itazawa Y. 1985. Gill and body surface areas of the carp 
in relation to body mass, with special reference to the metabolism-
size relationship. Journal of Experimental Biology 117: 1–14.
Rach JJ, Boogaard M, Kolar C. 2009. Toxicity of rotenone and 
antimycin to silver carp and bighead carp. North American 
Journal of Fisheries Management 29: 388–395.
Randall DF, Brauner AJ, Thurston RV, Neuman JF. 1996. 
Water chemistry at the gill surfaces of fish and the uptake of 
xenobiotics. In: Taylor EW (ed.), Toxicology of aquatic pollution. 
London: Cambridge University Press. pp 1–16.
Rowe-Rowe DT. 1971. Rotenone tolerances of some freshwater 
fishes of Natal. Progressive Fish Culturist 33: 206–209.
Rozman KK, Doull J, Hayes WJ. 2001. Dose, time and other 
factors influencing toxicity. In: Kriegler R, Doull J, Ecobichon 
D, Gammon D, Hodgson E, Reiter L, Ross J (eds), Handbook 
of pesticide toxicology, vol. 1: Principles (2nd edn). San Diego: 
Academic Press. pp 1–95.
Sariaslani FS, Beale JM JR, Rosazza JP. 1984. Oxidation of 
rotenone by Polyporus anceps laccase. Journal of Natural 
Products 47: 692–697.
Spare W. 1982. Aqueous photodegradation of 14 C-rotenone. LBI 
Project no. 22147-01. Rockville, Maryland: Biospherics. 
Tweddle D, Bills R, Swartz E, Coetzer W, Da Costa L, Engelbrecht 
J, Cambray J, Marshall B, Impson D, Skelton PH et al. 2009. 
The status and distribution of freshwater fishes. In: Darwall 
WRT, Smith KG, Tweddle D, Skelton PH (eds), The status 
and distribution of freshwater biodiversity in southern Africa. 
Gland: IUCN; Grahamstown: South African Institute for Aquatic 
Biodiversity. pp 21–37.
USEPA (US Environmental Protection Agency). 2007. Reregis-
tration eligibility decision for Rotenone EPA 738-R-07-005. 
Washington, DC: USEPA, Prevention, Pesticides, and Toxic 
Substances, Special Review and Reregistration Division.
Vasquez ME, Rinderneck J, Newman J, McMillin S, Finlayson B, 
Mekebri A, Crane D, Tjeerdema RS. 2012. Rotenone formulation 
fate in Lake Davis following the 2007 treatment. Environmental 
Toxicology and Chemistry 31: 1032–1041.
Vinson MR, Dinger EC, Vinson DK. 2010. Piscicides and 
invertebrates: after 70 years does anyone really know? Fisheries 
35: 61–71.
Weyl OLF, Ellender B, Woodford DJ, Jordaan MS. 2013. Fish 
distributions in the Rondegat River, Cape Floristic Region, South 
Africa, and the immediate impact of rotenone treatment in an 
invaded reach. African Journal of Aquatic Science 38: 201–209.
Received 10 August 2012, revised 11 February 2013, accepted 25 February 2013
Edited by MM Coke
D
ow
nl
oa
de
d 
by
 [
M
r 
O
 L
F 
W
ey
l]
 a
t 2
0:
51
 1
6 
D
ec
em
be
r 
20
13
 
